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COMMUNISM'S WAR ON RELIGION 


We never.cease to be amazed at the theory of some Gospel preachers that Christianity and 
Communism have points of similarity. Nothing could be farther from the truth. A thorough study of 
Communism and Marxist philosophy would indicate to even the most liberal religionist that the two 
are direct opposites. For a Christian pastor to claim compatibility between Christianity and Communism 
is to betray the Christian faith. 


Communism offers gullible human beings an animal utopia on earth provided they will give up 


. their freedom and submit to what the Communists call ‘‘the dictatorship of the proletariat.” The Com- 


munists promise reward from the production of others. Recent history reveals that these gifts and the 
proposed utopia never materializes and, instead, the masses live in abject poverty and under ruthless 
tyranny while their Communist slave masters live in luxury. 


Christianity, on the other hand, exalts the individual. In the matter of salvation, as with other 
matters, he has the freedom of choice. Under a government based on Christian principles, such as we 
have in the United States, each person can fail or succeed according to his initiative and ability. Chris- 
tianity stresses charity from the individual through his own good will and compassion for his less 
fortunate neighbors. Communism would have this done by force and, as we have pointed out, it just 
never takes place. Every product of the Communist system reverts to Communist leaders and favored 
Party members. 


COMMUNIST DEFINITION OF RELIGION 


Not only is Communism utterly opposed to religion, especially Christianity, but it is dedicated 
to the annihilation of it. Lenin saw religion only as a by-product of capitalism and expressed his feel- 
ings in his book, “Religion.” He said: 


“The helplessness of the exploited classes in their struggle against the exploiters inevitably gen- 
erates a belief in a better life after death, even as the helplessness of the savage in his struggle with 
nature gives rise to a belief in gods, devils, miracles, etc.” (Pg. 7.) 





That religion was fostered in the minds of the cap- 
italists to help subjugate the working class, at least in 
Lenin’s mind, is further substantiated by this quote of 
his: 


“Religion teaches those who toil in poverty all 
their lives to be resigned and patient in this world, and 
consoles them with the hope of reward in heaven. As 
for those who live upon the labor of others, religion 
teaches them to be charitable in earthly life, thus pro- 
viding a cheap justification for their whole exploiting 
existence and selling them at a reasonable price tickets 
to heavenly bliss. Religion is a kind of spiritual intoxi- 
cant, in which the slaves of capital drown their human- 
ity and their desires for some sort of decent human 
existence. 


“But a slave who has become conscious of his slav- 
ery, and who has risen to the height of fighting for his 
emancipation, has half ceased to be a slave. The class- 
conscious worker of today, brought up in big industry, 
and enlightened by town life, rejects religious preju- 
dices with contempt. He leaves heaven to the priests 
and bourgeois hypocrites and fights for a better life 
for himself, here on earth. The modern proletariat 
ranges itself on the side of Socialism, which, with 
the help of science, is dispersing the fog of religion 
and is liberating the workers from their faith in a 


life after death, by rallying them to the present-day 
struggle for a better life here upon earth.” (Ibid, Pg. 
7-8) 


The Communist world then, would be quite dif- 
ferent than that which we know today. There would be 
no religion, no family life, laws or personal rights. Any 
opposition to Communism would have to be destroyed 
— including those creating the opposition. Marx and 
Lenin wanted a world in which people owned no prop- 
erty and took orders from the government without 
question. Their world would be without religion, morals 
or ideals as we know them. 


UTTER CONTEMPT FOR ANY RELIGION 


Lenin said, “Our programme is based entirely on 
scientific — to be more precise—upon a materialist 
world conception. (Dialectic materialism — Ed.) In 
explaining our programme, therefore, we must neces- 
sarily explain the actual historical and economic roots 
of the religious fog. Our programme necessarily in- 
cludes the propaganda of atheism.” 


In addition to this militant attitude toward the prop- 
agation of atheistic ideas and materials, Lenin also said, 
“Every religious idea, every idea of God, even every flir- 
tation with the idea of God is unutterable vileness.” 
Earl Browder, former head of the Communist Party in 
the United States, brought this conviction closer home 
when he asserted, “We Communists do not distinguish 
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between good and bad religion because we think they 
are all bad.” 


Not only is the Communist war waged against re- 
ligion, but it denies even basic morality which is de- 
rived from the Scriptures. Lenin outlines his thinking 
on the subject in these words: 


“In what sense do we deny ethics, morals? In the 
sense in which they are preached by the bourgeoisie, 
which deduces these morals from god’s commandments, 
Of course, we say that we do not believe in god. We 
know perfectly well that the clergy, the landlords, and 
the bourgeoisie all claimed to speak in the name of 
god, in order to protect their own interests as exploiters, 
Or, instead of deducing their ethics from the command- 
ments of god, they deduced them from idealistic or 
semi-idealistic phrases which in substance were always 
very similar to divine commandments. 


“We deny all morality taken from super- 
human or non-class conceptions. We say that 
this is a deception, a swindle, a befogging of the 
minds of the workers and peasants in the inter- 
ests of the landlords and capitalists . . . That is 
why we say that a morality taken from outside 
of human society does not exist for us; it is a 
fraud. For us morality is subordinated to the 
interests of the proletarian class-struggle,”’ (Ibid, 
Pg. 47-48) 


COMMUNIST DEGENERACY IN ACTION 


In view of this Communist attitude toward religion, 
and especially toward Christianity, we should not be 
surprised at the vicious persecution of Christians and 
Christian churches which has followed the Communist 
conquest of nation after nation in recent years. Churches 


and pastors were severely taxed. Property was confis- 


cated. Pastors who refused to cooperate were confined 
to prison. Pastors and Christians were tortured, mut- 
dered, and many were sent to slave labor camps. This 
is the tragic tale leaking out of every Communist dom- 
inated land, including Cuba, indicating a relentless war 
on religion. 


The Communist concept of religion and morality 
also explains why we consistently lose in the summit 
meeings. This is why Khrushchev can talk peace at 
Vienna while his Communist guerrillas are violating 4 
cease fire agreement in Laos. This is the reason why 
Kremlin propagandists can wage relentless verbal and 
printed war against Western colonialism and ignore 
the fact that the Soviet Union today is the largest colon- 
ial power in the world. This also explains why the 
Kremlin is unabashed at its record of broken treaties 
with the U.S. 


DECEIVING MOSCOW CHURCH 
Reports of flourishing churches within the Soviet 
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THE ALGIERS 


DILEMMA: 


FRENCH AND SPANISH REPORTS 


‘DE GAULLE (1961) — MICHEL DEBRE (1956) 


As regards the military rebellion in Algeria, the 
question is not, as General de Gaulle would have it, 
that of the imsubordination “of a handful of irrespon- 
sible Generals;” nor was there any attempt at doing 
away with the “Fifth Republic.” The question is wheth- 
er a country, which has been French, legally and in 
fact (since 1830) and where over a million Europeans 
and as many Moslems known to be French “collabora- 
tors” are living, will be abandoned by France, and 
launched into political adventure which has the greatest 
chance of ending up, as many another before it, as a 
Communist success; also whether the Sahara and its 
vast wealth of strategic resources will be lost to France 
and the West. 


During a recent press conference (April 1961) 
these questions were very calmly answered by de Gaulle 
with “yes.” On that day, the General also stated that 
"Algeria was a bad deal” and that it was indeed quite 
conceivable that “the Soviet would take the place of 
France in North Africa.” None of the French politicians 
associated with the “Popular Front,” such as Messrs. 
Mendes-France and Mitterand, had ever dared to say 
as much. At the time these men were in power, Michel 
Debre, the present French Premier, had declared in the 
Senate: “The so-called negotiations we are conducting 
with Tunisia and Morocco are no more, in fact, than a 
Series of capitulations.” (Journal Officiel: 11.7.1965) 
Any official of the French Government who, in 
1956 or 1958, had dared to use General de Gaulle’s 
language of April 1961 would probably have been ar- 
tested and sent before the High Court. 


IMPACT ON THE ARMY IN ALGIERS 


The words of the head of the French state created 
consternation among all French anti-Communists. In 
several foreign countries, a certain uneasiness became 
Noticeable. But apprehension was strongest within the 
French Army. Ever since the end of World War II, 
this army has been fighting against more or less camou- 
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flaged Communist forces, in Asia, in Africa, under poli- 
tical and economic circumstances which have generally 
made its task most difficult, if not impossible. Never- 
theless, the Army has always been blamed for the set- 
backs suffered by France in Indo-China, Morocco and 
Tunisia. Dien-Bien-Phu is still regarded as the greatest 
French military defeat of the post-war period, even 
though it is generally accepted that the Army had been 
led into a trap of political intrigue, from which there 
was no military escape. 


General de Gaulle was brought back to power by 
the Army and the Algerian French and he could not 
possibly ignore the opinions and wishes of his sup- 
porters. These were repeatedly expressed by numerous 
officers of great prestige, with a new and urgent em- 
phasis from the end of 1960 onwards. These officers 
protested publicly against any policy tending towards 
the abandonment of Algeria. 


HIGH RANK ENTERS THE CONTROVERSY 


After Marshall Juin, General Weygand cautioned: 
“Nothing in our Constitution authorizes any one to 
deprive France of any part of her heritage.” 


An expert on North African problems, Gen- 
eral Boyer de la Tour, wrote: “Today, whoever 
holds North Africa holds the rear echelon of the 
European front. NATO forces would be placed 
in an untenable position if rockets could be 
fired against them from Algeria and if Soviet 
submarines could be based in Mers-el-Kebir and 
Bizerte. We have paid no more heed to this 
warning than we did to Hitler when he summed 
up his intentions in ‘Mein Kampf.’ Such a threat 
to our security, which would become a reality 
tomorrow if an Algerian Republic were created, 
would probably be enough, together with a civil 
war in Spain, to bring Europe to its knees in a 
very short time, without any atomic war.” (Car- 
refour, 4.1.61) 


General Touzet du Vigier, president of the famous 
association “La Saint-Cyrienne,” and General Vulluy, 
former NATO Commander-in-Chief for Central Eu- 
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rope, agreed with these views entirely. General Vulluy 
told the press in January, 1961: “Marshall Juin’s let- 
ter to the President of the Republic must be looked 
upon by the Government — to whom all due warning 
will have been given—as one more evidence from 
most authoritative sources, of the spirit prevailing in 
the Army... This Army, who continues to protect, to 
defend and to die, has passed from surprise to sadness 
and finally to bitterness. Today, it is almost in its en- 
tirety and in its best elements, who represent every so- 
cial and spiritual group in the nation, on the verge of 
despair — perhaps of rebellion, certainly of contempt.” 


THE MILITARY COUP D’ETAT 


Let us consider now the personalities of the four 
men who headed the insurrection, Generals Salan, Jou- 
haux, Challe and Zeller, the so-called “Ultras.” 
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RUSSIAN MID-RANGE MISSILES FROM CZECH SITES 


With the advent of the “Sputnik,” the stage was set for the “race 
between nuclear hystericide,” the nuclear hedgehogs, rolled into de- 
fensive balls, shooting their quills in every direction. N.A.T.O.’s quills 
(rather limited at present except for S.A.C. flights) reach deeply into 
the Russian deployment and assembly areas. This works both ways: 
The Russian hedgehogs can do likewise and their nuclear quills can 
sting the West from Copenhagen to Marseilles. Russian launching 
pads are known to exist, in depth, along the line: Riga-Sevastopol. 

For the moment, the important air and naval bases in Spain save 
the day, for retaliation. When the Moroccan bases slipped from our 
grasp recently, the threat to Spain, i.e. N.A.T.O.’s rear-echelon, began 
to crystallize. 

If a Communist Algiers is added to this menacing flank-posi- 
tion, the Straits of Gibraltar and the Southern flank of N.A.T.O. 
are exposed and all bases and rear-establishments of N.A.T.O., 
from Madrid to Rome, will come under flanking fire from 
North-Africa. The Kremlin strategy is aggressive and it is deadly: 
Nasser and Cairo were the opening gambit. A free Algiers will be 
a Red Algiers. 
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On May 13th, 1958, General Raoul Salan took into 
his hands all civil and military powers in Algiers; he 
was the one who sent an ultimatum to the Government 
of the Fourth Republic and practically put General de 
Gaulle into the Elysee. Salan is an anti-Communist, 
though his political sympathies are probably leftist. 


General Jouhaux, like Marshall Juin, was born in 
North Africa. In May 1958, he was Commander-in- 
Chief of the Air Force in Algeria and assistant to Salan. 
He was an ardent follower of General de Gaulle and 
the part he played then, together with General Massu, 
Commander-in-Chief of the paratroopers, was decisive, 


General Maurice Challe is known as being of leftist 
orientation. In 1942 he belonged to a counter-intelli- 
gence service of the “Resistance” movement, known as 
the “Reseau Villon,” where he bore the name of “Mr. 
Guy.” In May 1958, he was arrested for showing him- 
self a partisan of de Gaulle’s return to power. Later, 
he succeeded General Salan— whom de Gaulle no 
longer trusted —as Commander-in-Chief of French 
military forces in Algeria. From there, he went on to 
become NATO’s Commander-in-Chief for Central Eu- 
rope. He resigned from this post toward the end of 
1960, when de Gaulle stated that France should aban- 
don Algeria. 


As for General Andre Zeller, a personal friend of 
de Gaulle’s, he was Army Chief-of-Staff toward the 
end of 1958 and definitely in favor of a French Algeria. 
Born in Alsatia, the frontier-province between France 
and Germany, he is of known rightist tendencies and 
an occasional contributor to the Paris weekly “Carre- 
four.” 

It is because General de Gaulle had solemnly 
declared in 1958 that “Algeria was French and 
would remain so,”’ that Salan, Jouhaux, Challe 
and Zeller had carried him back to power. These 
four military chiefs, of different origins and 
ideologies, thus got together again in an attempt 
to make the man they had reinstated in power 
understand that he had to keep his promises of 
three years ago. 


On April 22nd, at 8:45 a.m., General Challe spoke 
thus, through Radio-Algiers, renamed ‘‘Radio-France”: 


Officers and men of the Army, Navy and Air Force, 
officers and men of the Gendarmerie, I am at present 
in Algiers together with General Zeller and Jouhaux, 
and in touch with General Salan. Our aim is to keep 
the word we have given to save Algeria. A defeatist 
government is preparing to hand over the Algerian 
departments to the Rebels. Do you want Mers-el-Kebir 
and Algiers to become Soviet bases to-morrow?” 


Generals Gambiez and Morin, Paris representatives 
in Algiers, were arrested. A wave of enthusiasm swept 
over the towns of Algiers, Oran, Constantine, Mostaga- 
nem, Bougie, Philippeville, Orleansville, Sidi-Bel-Ab- 
bes, Blidah. Other Generals and their troops, Michel 
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Gourraud, Pierre Bigot, Andre Petit (ex Chief of Pre- 
mier Debre’s cabinet), Mentre (Commanding officer 
in the Sahara Territories), Gardy, etc . . . joined in the 
uprising. 

PLOT AND COUNTER-PLOT: C.I.A. 


In Paris, there was immediate panic, which reached 
its peak during the night of April 22/23rd. The Gov- 
ernment called on the civilian population to start the 
hunt for invisible and improbable paratroopers. Gen- 
erals were arrested in France and Germany. De Gaulle 
made a sensational speech and concluded: “Help me!” 
The Communists and Socialists mobilized their best 
action groups. Arms and equipment were distributed 
to five or six thousand “civilian volunteers,” the Gen- 
darmerie being considered as possibly unreliable. A 
certain segment of the press stated that the insurrection 
in Algiers was part of “an international plot.” “Le 
Monde” explained a little later: 


"It seems to be established that certain American 
agents have more or less encouraged Maurice Challe, 
whose past experience with NATO should have warned 
him against the irresponsible acts of such men and of 
their Spanish and German associates.” 


This has been denied officially in Washington in 
every executive department. 


Leftist American publications, the Tunisian weekly 
"Afrique Action,’ “L’Humanite” (French Communist 
party paper) and the press of Soviet and allied coun- 
tries, all struck the same note, with a few original de- 
tails here and there: the “plot” against General de 
Gaulle had been prepared in Madrid. Mr. Simon Mal- 
ley, New York correspondent of “Afrique Action,” (Mr. 
Bourguiba’s personal newspaper) reported on April 
30, 1961: “An important meeting took place in Ma- 
drid on April 12th between three American C.1LA. 
agents (one Spaniard and two Germans!) and two 
French colonels and one general... A report was sent 
to C.1.A. in Washington, indicating the grave dissatis- 
faction felt by the French military as a consequence of 
the declarations made by de Gaulle at his press con- 
ference the day before, which they considered as ‘open- 
ing the door to international Communism in Algeria, 
via the F.L.N. The report did not mention what I have 
learned from a usually well-informed diplomatic source, 
that the conspirators had received ‘certain’ promises 
from American and Western agents.” 


Veterans of the “silent services” operating in war 
and peace are in agreement that “official dementis” can 
be taken with a grain of salt and are often measures of 
pure expediency. This matter, as stated, has been sharp- 
ly denied thru both State Department and C.I.A. spokes- 
men. On the other hand, the multi-national personnel 
of C.LA. is difficult to control. The intra-mural in- 
trigues and ambitions of all secret services are well- 
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known. It is entirely possible that these agents (a Span- 
tard and two Germans) stepped beyond their authority, 
hoping to make a sensational coup and ultimate pro- 
motion. It has been done before. 

Yet, on April 25th, this apparently power- 
ful international plot collapsed, without even 
having resorted to arms. General Challe gave 
himself up, as did General Zeller a few days 
later, and Generals Jouhaux and Salan became 
fugitives. What happened? 














FRANCAIS D’ALGERIE 


— Ecoutez les conseils ! 
donnez ce préjugé qui vous coite 
cber. 


Aban- 











“. .. Why don’t you understand once and for all, this 
Algiers is a bad deal...” (From “Carrefour”) 





SPANISH PRESS REPORTS 
AMERICAN INTERVENTION 


Mr. Jose-Maria Massip, who is usually well in- 
formed, has offered an explanation of this “volte face” 
in the Madrid newspaper “A.B.C.,” of which he is 
the Washington correspondent. General Challe first 
talked over the telephone with Admiral Querville, com- 
manding the naval base of Mers-el-Kebir; then, accord- 
ing to Massip, he received a visit in the afternoon of 
April 22nd, of the American Consul General in Algiers. 
“According to serious information,” writes Massip, “the 
American Consul, Mr. Frederick Lyon, acting under 
order of the State Department, verbally informed Gen- 
eral Challe that, in case Paris were to ask the United 
States for their military help against the Insurrection, 
Washington would grant that help to the maximum of 
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their possibilities. That same night, the Pentagon is 
said to have issued orders to the VI American Fleet to 
keep all ships on the alert and await further orders.” 
(ABC: April 26, 1961) Massip’s information has not 
been seriously challenged. 


If General Challe, before taking his momentous 
decision of April 22nd, had really received assurances of 
support from U.S. or Western agents (alleged) — then 
it is evident that these agents either had no authority 
to speak as they did or that General Challe was led into 
a calculated trap. Let us add that General Challe’s at- 
torney is Paul Arrighi, who gave evidence against Mar- 
shall Petain in 1945 and who remains a devoted fol- 
lower of General de Gaulle to this day. 


I want to recall, first, that during the so-called “bar- 
ricade” incident of January 1960, only the French 
civilian population of Algiers participated. The Army 
remained aloof. Second, the last insurrection was, by 
comparison, essentially military. It was a kind of “pro- 
nunciamiento,” which died almost as soon as born. In 
both cases, the government took punitive action. One 
can say that, for the moment, Algeria’s main towns, 
practically cut off from the rest of the world, unin- 
formed since their press has been suspended, swarming 
with police who search houses night and day, resemble 
concentration camps more than free cities. No photo- 
graphs may be taken. Actively pro-French citizens and 
members of the O.A.S. (Secret Army Organization) are 
arrested every day though their position is merely that 
they want Algeria to remain French. The number of 
these arrests is unknown. In metropolitan France, ap- 
proximately one thousand individuals, among them sev- 
eral hundred fairly high ranking officers, have been 
arrested. The accused will not be tried by a courts- 
martial — not trusted to render verdicts expected of 
them — but by a panel of four military and four civilian 
judges, who have been hand-picked; in other words, 
just as in 1944, judgment is entrusted to a partisan 
“Court of Exception,” whose sentences may be without 


appeal. 


DE GAULLE AND ALGIERS: 1958 


In June 1958, General de Gaulle concluded a 
speech to the people of Oran, crowding around him: 
“Long live Oran, now and forever French!” And in 
another speech in Algiers in the same period with the 
words: “My heart understands you!” 


General de Gaulle’s government, born of a mili- 
tary rebellion, exactly like the “pronunciamiento” of 
today and with the same participants, had as its apparent 
sole aim to keep Algiers for France. 


It would seem that three uprisings in less 
than three years clearly indicate the will of the 
European settlers in North Africa. 
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“, .. So you brought de Gaulle back. Now he puts 
you in jail. And you are sore...” (From" Carrefour’) 





Arresting the same Generals who put de Gaulle 
back into power (1958) does not solve the Algerian 
problem. That problem is the potential threat that a 
“free Algiers” will be taken over by the Kremlin and 
a Communist North Africa will control the Medi-— 
terranean and endanger Spain —the rear-echelon of 
NATO. Oddly, it was de Gaulle who insisted (not so” 
long ago) that the Mediterranean flank was ignored 
by N.A.T.O. His intransigeance in control of his Fleet 
was dictated largely by his strategic (and completely 
justifiable) fears. (Saint Paulien, Paris.) 





INEXPENSIVE TRACTS 
READY FOR MASS DISTRIBUTION! 


Christian Crusade is proud to offer inexpensive anti-Com- 
munist tracts written by Billy James Hargis, for mass 
distribution. . . . Hundreds of subjects . . . People are 
hungry for the Truth . . . Reach the masses with Truth 
Tracts, and thus help save this republic. 


e 100 TRUTH TRACTS for only $1.00 
@ assorted subjects 
@ ready for shipping 


@ minimum order — $1 
WRITE TODAY ... 


CHRISTIAN CRUSADE - Tulsa 2, Okla. 
(ask for Truth Tracts — 100 for $1) 
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WAR" 


“and government officials would tend to refute the anti- 

“religious nature of Communism. We have exploded 

these myths in previous issues of the WEEKLY CRU- 

_ SADER (See Vol. 1 #1). John Noble, who spent 914 

years in Soviet slave camps as a political prisoner, ex- 
lains the Moscow Baptist Church in these words: 


teats 


_ “The Communists are masters of deceit. Visitors 
to Russia see what they are supposed to see, hear only 
what is translated for them and then come home often 
"as unintentional propagandists for Communism . . . 
The church in Moscow is not typical of religion in the 
Soviet Union. It could not be — it is only a showcase 
which the Communists tolerate for that purpose. . . 
You should know that even here in America the Com- 
munist Party was ordered in 1936 to change its tactics 
nd stop ridiculing the churches. The new orders speci- 
ied infiltration into important positions in the church 
‘in order to twist the Gospel of Christ into a gospel of 
socialism and Communism. Once this has been achieved 
they no longer fear the Church for a ‘safe’ version of 
the Gospel is being proclaimed. This has already been 
- accomplished in Soviet Russia. Every message has to 
_ be checked and approved by the MVD (secret police ) 
before it can be presented. According to Soviet Law 
No. 50:10, no one is allowed to deliver a public address 
_... without praising Communism. One cannot in the 
same breath preach Christ and praise Communism . 


“Merely to go to Moscow and a few other 
cities and see crowds of peasants and other folks 
file into the few open churches does not bring 
religion back to life in Russia — not if you are 
talking about a Christ-honoring religion. There 
has been quite a flood of books, pamphlets and 
news articles in the past year intimating that re- 
ligion is now being tolerated by the Communist 
leaders. These have had a tendency to put the 
Western world back to sleep. No doubt some of 
these were written for the express purpose of 
furthering the Communist cause. Most of them 
were put into print, however, by well-meaning 
people who just wanted to tell what they saw and 
had no intention of assisting the Satanic forces 
of Communism. The result, however, was the 
same. . .” 


It has been established as fact that the Kremlin has 
put the churches under the Soviet Secret Police. Preach- 
ers were allowed to continue holding meetings only 
if they would cooperate with Communism and use their 
churches to promote the Communist propaganda lies. 
Soviet Secret Police agents, like Metropolitan Nicolai, 
were sent through seminaries and made pastors so that 
they could speak the religious language well enough 
to dupe visiting preachers and dignitaries. Some of these 
were later appointed bishops. Failing to annihilate the 

‘church from without, the Communist deceivers have 
‘taken to corrupting the church from within. 
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This is essentially the method they are employing 
in the United States as well. The idea is to work inside 
the churches and stress the material instead of the spirit- 
ual. They have tried to make Jesus Christ out as being 
a socialist through the “living church” movement. For 
example, Christ chasing the money changers out of the 
temple was interpreted to mean that Christ was against 
capitalism, and therefore pro-Communist. Look in your 
“namebrand” church publications and see how much 
socialist propaganda has been expounded by slightly 
distorting the Scriptures. 


Back in 1931, writing in The Communist, official 
magazine of the Communist Party in the U.S., the head 
of the Party, Earl Browder, told the conspirators that 
“the churches are effective propaganda agencies, for 
they reached a membership of 50 million persons in 
1930.” Later, in his book What Is Communism, Brow- 
der was able to brag, “The Communist Party has been 
able to achieve successful united fronts with church 
groups on the most important issues of the day. This is 
not due to any compromise with religion as such on 
our part. In fact, by going among the religious masses 
we are, for the first time, able to bring our anti-religious 
ideas to them.” 


This does not mean that the Communists have 
placed disciplined Communist members in pulpits across 
our nation (although some have been uncovered). 
Lenin, in his book Religion, outlined the method to be 
followed in bringing about a successful revolution 
among the masses. He said: 


“One of the most serious and dangerous mistakes 
Communists (and revolutionaries generally, who have 
successfully carried out the beginnings of a great revo- 
lution) can make is to imagine that a revolution can 
be accomplished by the hands of the revolutionists 
alone. On the contrary, in order that serious revolu- 
tionary work may be successful, it is necessary to under- 
stand and be guided by the fact that revolutionists can 
only play the role of the vanguard of the really ad- 
vanced and progressive class. The vanguard fulfills its 
tasks as such only when it is able to keep in touch with 
the masses it leads, and actually lead the whole mass 
forward. Without a union with non-Communists, in 
the most varied fields of activity, successful Communist 
constructive effort is out of the question.” (Pg. 29) 


COMMUNIST INDOCTRINATION 
IN SEMINARIES 


Following through on this idea of union with non- 
Communists, American Communists made their influ- 
ence felt throughout much of the religious field by 
working in the seminaries and religious institutions. The 
Communists refer to their infiltration technique as 
“penetration.” By getting Communist agents and Com- 
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munist-line thinkers into the seminaries, the Commun- 
ists were able to influence thousands and thousands of 
young students graduating from the seminaries. Few of 
these actually became Communists, but they came out 
of the seminaries preaching the Communist Party line 
in varying degrees. Lenin described it in these terms: 


“If a priest (or a preacher — Ed.) comes to 
cooperate with us in our work — if he conscien- 
tiously performs party work, and does not op- 
pose the party programme — we can accept him 
into the ranks of Social-Democracy (Commun- 
ism), for the contradictions between the spirit 
and principles of our programme and the re- 
ligious convictions of the priest could, in these 
circumstances, be regarded as a matter in which 
he contradicts himself, as one which concerns 


him alone.” (Ibid. Pg. 17) 


Karl Prussion, who was a member of the Com- 
munist Party for a total of 26 years, and whose testi- 
mony before the House Committee on UnAmerican 
Activities shed considerable light on the workings of 
the Communist Party in the U.S., explained in his pub- 
lication Heads up how the Communists are able to use 
ministers who have been stripped of their faith in the 
liberal, modern seminaries of our nation. After refer- 
ring to Bishop James Pike as a Leninist, Mr. Prussion 
explained his meaning in these words: 


“When I referred to the Right Reverend James A. 
Pike as a Leninist, I in no way inferred or suggested 
that he is a card carrying member of the Communist 
Party nor that he attends conspiratorial cell meetings 
on our shores. 


“A Leninist is a person who advertently or inad- 
vertently endorses and expounds that program which 
would achieve the immediate objectives of the enemy, 
which objectives facilitate the realization of the prereq- 
uisites for the Communist revolution. This Leninist — 
this ‘fellow man’ of ours can damagingly wound us at 
our most vulnerable spot— our moral fiber —by a 
clever twisting of words and a creation of false mental 
attitudes toward our country. He can do all this, wheth- 
er he be a salesman, a store manager, a politician — or 
a Bishop. 

“These objectives, if achieved through legis- 
lation, would greatly help the Communist zealots 
to attain their ends. I do believe, after meticu- 
lous perusal of the Bishop’s economic, social and 
political program, that should that program be 
inaugurated today in its entirety it would indeed 
put Nikita Khrushchev in the White House or 
at least make the United States a satellite of and 
subservient to the Red Fascist Russia. 


. in recent months Bishop Pike has been at- 
tacking anti-Communists who are good honest patriotic 
Americans by using the newly coined phrase ‘the radical 
right,’ and he depicts them as a menace to our nation. 
What a great pity at so critical a time in our history 
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that so valuable a man in such a traditionally respected 
position should not be using the prestige of his high 
office, and the lofty heights of the pulpit to destroy the 
only absolute annihilative enemy of Christianity — 
Communism!” 


Hundreds of our ministers, like Bishop Pike, are 
serving the Communist cause in the same way. Their 
constant demands for the recognition of Red China and 
her admission to the U.N.; the abolition of the House 
Committee on UnAmerican Activities; their attack 
on F.B.I. Director J. Edgar Hoover; their consistent de- 
fense of known Communists and flagrant fellow-trav- 
elers; their demand for more and more socialistic legis- 
lation; their open criticism of the American Constitu- 
tion and our free enterprise system; and their support 
of revolutionary corruption in countries such as Cuba 
... these are the effects of the disciplined and dedicated 
Communist war on religion. 


Yes, Christianity and Communism are irreconcilable 
enemies. Jesus said, “Beware of false prophets, which 
come to you in sheep’s clothing, but inwardly are raven- 
ing wolves. Ye shall know them by their fruits.” Matt. 
7:15-16. 
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Dr. Archer Weniger, chairman of Con- 
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Plus: 
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